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Last  April,  Senator  Joseph  S.  Clark,  Pa.,  told  the  Ameri- 
raii  Academv  of  Political  Science  that  Congress  has  great 
influence,  “for  good  and  bad”  on  U.S.  disarmament  pol¬ 
icy.  But  the  “incentive  for  Congress  to  be  constructive 
rather  than  destructive,”  said  Senator  Clark,  “must  come 
from  the  grass  roots  of  public  opinion.”  He  concluded 
that  Congress  and  the  public  are  so  inadeijuately  informed 
at  present,  that  if  “disarmament  should  become  diplomat¬ 
ically  possible”  it  might  “fail  for  want  of  Congressional 
approval.” 

\n  example  of  the  great  need  for  an  informed  public  opin¬ 
ion  has  occurred  in  recent  weeks.  New  scientific  informa- 
I  tiori  now  makes  it  possible  to  decrease  inspection  require¬ 
ments  fora  test  ban  treaty,  but  opponents  in  Washington 
have  tried  to  discourage  the  Administration  from  revising 
I  .S.  proposals. 

Veu/'  Data  on  Test  Detection.  July  7,  the  Department 
of  Defense  issued  a  2-page  press  release  covering  “pre¬ 
liminary  conclusions  and  observations”  of  the  $75  million 
underground  detection  project  VELA.  The  release  re¬ 
vealed  that  in  the  past  the  United  States  has  probably 
overestimated  the  number  of  earthquakes  that  might  be 
mistaken  for  possible  underground  nuclear  explosions  in 
the  Soviet  Union.  It  also  pointed  out  that  improved  de¬ 
tection  techniques  would  allow  for  the  identification  of 
low  yield  underground  explosions  at  much  greater  dis¬ 
tances  than  previously  estimated. 


Effect  on  U.S.  Position.  July  14,  U.S.  negotiator  Ar¬ 
thur  Dean  hinted  that  on  the  basis  of  the  new  data,  it 
might  be  possible  to  eliminate  U.S.  requirements  for  in¬ 
ternationally-manned  inspection  stations  in  the  Soviet 
Union.  According  to  the  press,  many  scientists  felt  it 
would  be  safe  to  drop  this  demand  and  several  Presiden¬ 
tial  advisors  agreed. 


Sen.  Hubert  Humphrey  has  called  for  “a  significant 
breakthrough”  in  test  negotiations  because: 

“.  .  .  atmospheric  tests  conducted  by  the  Soviet  Union 
and  the  United  States  since  the  fall  of  1961  have  sig¬ 
nificantly  increased  the  short-term  accumulation  of 
radioactive  substances  in  our  daily  environment. 
Out  recent  above-ground  tests  in  Nevada  deposited 
high  levels  of  iodine  151  in  the  milk  produced  in  .  .  . 
neighboring  States.  ...  In  my  own  State  .  .  .  the  in¬ 
take  of  iodine  151  has  exceeded  the  annual  rate  .  .  . 
beyond  which  the  Federal  Hadiation  (Council  advises 
‘|irecaut ionary  measures.’ 
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These  findings,  according  to  Senator  Hubert  Humphrey, 
Minn.,  “permit  us  both  to  design  an  effective  control  sys¬ 
tem  with  many  fewer  seismic  control  posts  and  to  rely 


The  AbX^  and  (’ongress  reportedly  opposed  any  major  re¬ 
vision  of  U.S.  requirements.  The  Department  of  State 
and  the  Arms  (Control  and  Disarmament  Agency  were 
said  to  favor  some  modification. 


The  Atomic  Energy  (Committee  and  the  Disarmament 
Subcommittee  held  hearings  on  the  U.S.  negotiating  posi¬ 
tion  the  latter  part  of  July;  the  Senate  Preparedness  In¬ 
vestigating  Subcommittee  expects  to  hold  hearings  soon. 


Chalmers  Hoberls  reported  in  the  August  1  U  ashington  /*osl 
that  ''logically'’  the  new  findings  "call  for  scaling  down 
Ihe  Western  detection  proposals,  though  not  necessarily  for 
altering  the  verification  procedures.  In  deciding  what  to  do, 
however,  the  President  is  likely  to  consider  not  only  these 


.  .  A  ban  of  all  atmospheric  tests  is  the  only  guar¬ 
antee  that  .  .  .  radioactive  substances  found  in  U.S. 
food  supplies  can  be  kept  .  .  .  within  safe  limits. 


“.  .  .  the  U.S.  high  altitude  nuclear  explosion  of  July 
9  caused  an  artificial  expansion  of  the  Van  Allen  ra¬ 
diation  belt  .  .  .  Already  there  is  speculation  that  this 
band  has  threatened,  at  least  temporarily,  to  interfere 
with  .  .  .  peaceful  probes  of  outer  space  .  .  .  Plainly, 
our  task  at  the  moment  is  to  create  the  conditions 
under  which  all  nuclear  blasts  in  outer  space  will  be 
outlawed  .  .  .”  letter  to  AU.DA  Director  William  (L 
Foster.  .Aug.  21 . 


much  more  on  stations  outside  the  U.S.S.B.  to  detect 
explosions  in  the  U.S.S.B.”  The  reduced  estimate  of  un¬ 
identified  earthquakes  means  that  fewer  on-site  inspec¬ 
tions  would  be  nreeded  to  identify  suspicious  events. 


A  control  system  based  on  these  findings,  said  Senator 
Humphrey,  “would  cost  perhaps  one-fifth  as  much  to 
build  and  one-third  as  much  to  operate  (as  the  earlier 
U.S.  proposal).  At  the  same  time  the  capacity  to  detect 
is  not  diminished  it  is  improved.” 
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scientific  facts  but  also  the  stale  of  public  opinion  .  .  .  The 
Joint  Atomic  Committee  includes  some  strong  Congressional 
opponents  of  any  significant  change  in  current  proposals 
regardless  of  the  new  scientific  facts.  ...  The  net  result  of 
this  is  a  sense  of  restraint  on  a  President  who  hardly  wants 
another  battle  wilh  Congress.  Coupled  wilh  Ihe  lolally  nega- 
live  allilude  in  Moscow  as  il  is  now  read  in  Washington,  this 
acts  as  a  brake  on  Mr.  Kennedy  .  . 

After  lengthy  discussion.  Ambassador  Dean  went  back  to 
Geneva  August  4  with  a  proposal  that  if  the  Soviet  Union 
would  agree  to  the  principle  of  some  inspection  of  Rus¬ 
sian  soil,  the  United  States  would  be  willing  to  consider 
modifying  its  requirements  for  19  control  stations  in  the 
Soviet  Union  and  12-20  annual  on-site  inspections  of  Rus¬ 
sian  territory.  The  Soviet  Union  rejected  this  proposal 
as  representing  “no  change”  in  the  basic  U.S.  position. 

Almost  simultaneously  with  the  U.S.  offer.  Governor 
Rockefeller  and  the  Republican  Congressional  Leadership 
issued  statements  charging  the  Administration  with  mov¬ 
ing  toward  the  Soviet  position.  Governor  Rockefeller  said 
that  the  new  proposals  “run  a  high  risk  of  endangering 
our  national  security.”  Sen.  Dirksen  said  the  Republican 
Leadership  “would  like  lo  suggesl  lo  Ihe  Kennedy  Adminis¬ 
tration  that  a  firmer  American  negotiating  position  might 
be  achieved  if  it  sent  demands  to  Geneva  instead  of  con¬ 
cessions.” 


ff  hat  Did  the  IJ.S.  Concede  at  Geneva?  The  United 
States  made  no  specific  offers  to  the  Soviet  Union  on  the 
basis  of  the  new  data. 

No  announcement  has  been  made  as  to  how  great  a  re¬ 
duction  the  United  States  is  willing  to  make  in  its  re¬ 
quirements  for  on-site  inspection  although  the  present  re¬ 
quirement  is  apparently  based  on  an  estimate  of  590  un¬ 
identified  earthquakes  in  the  Soviet  Union  per  year.  Ac¬ 
tual  observation  and  research  have  shown,  however,  that 
such  earthquakes  number  less  than  75. 

Despite  the  assertion  that  improvements  in  long-range 
detection ‘techniques  allow  for  more  accurate  identifica¬ 
tion  of  Soviet  explosions  from  stations  located  outside  of 
Russia,  the  United  States  has  not  yet  indicated  how  much 
it  is  willing  to  reduce  its  requirements  for  inspection  sta¬ 
tions  within  the  Soviet  Union.  Ambassador  Dean  has  said 
detection  stations  can  be  internationally  “supervised” 
instead  of  internationally  “manned.”  He  has  indicated 
that  it  might  be  possible  to  cut  the  worldwide  network 
of  stations  from  180  to  “something  like  eighty,”  but  be 
has  refused  to  comment  on  how  this  reduction  would  af¬ 
fect  the  proposed  network  within  the  Soviet  Union  itself. 

The  hesitancy  with  which  the  Administration  has  respon¬ 
ded  to  the  opportunity  presented  by  the  new  data  seems 
to  be  due  to  discouragement  over  Soviet  intransigence 
and  concern  over  congressional  and  public  attitudes.  Be¬ 
cause  of  this  assessment,  the  Administration  has  appar¬ 
ently  found  it  easier  to  support  a  partial  treaty,  which 
does  not  cover  underground  tests,  than  to  bring  inspection 
requirements  into  line  with  new  scientific  discoveries. 

Limited  Treaty  Proposed.  August  27,  President  Ken¬ 
nedy  and  Prime  Minister  Macmillan  said  that  although 
they  would  prefer  to  end  tests  in  all  environments,  includ¬ 
ing  underground,  they  would  agree  to  a  partial  treaty 
ending  tests  in  the  atmosphere,  outer  space  and  under¬ 
water.  Knforcement  of  such  a  treatv  could  be  verified 
without  on-site  inspection.  The  same  day  the  Western 


The  Man  Who  Came  to  Dinner 


delegations  offered  two  draft  treaties  at  Geneva  the  [ire- 
viously  discussed  comprehensive  treaty;  and  a  partial 
treaty.  This  too  is  being  criticized  in  Washington. 


Is  Space  More  Important  Than  Man? 

On  August  14,  the  Senate  voted  —  for  the  first  time  in 
35  years  —  to  cut  off  debate  on  a  bill.  The  cloture  rule, 
Rule  XXII,  was  first  adopted  in  1917,  and  as  presently 
written  provides  that  debate  may  be  cut  off  by  a  two- 
thirds  vote  of  those  present. 

Requests  for  cloture  are  usually  rejected  on  the  verbal 
grounds  that  every  Senator  has  the  right  to  be  heard, 
no  matter  how  unpopular  his  stand.  Yet  it  is  noteworthy 
that  all  eleven  attempts  to  bring  civil  rights  issues  to 
a  vote  under  the  Rule  have  failed,  including  two  this 
year  on  a  bill  to  prohibit  the  use  of  discriminatory  liter¬ 
acy  tests  to  restrict  voting  in  Federal  elections.  Neither 
of  these  1962  efforts  received  the  support  of  even  a  major¬ 
ity  of  the  Senators. 

The  successful  August  vote  was  on  a  bill  to  set  up  a 
private  corporation  to  operate  this  country’s  part  of  a 
proposed  global  commercial  satellite  communications  sys¬ 
tem.  The  corporation  might  be  dominated  by  A.  T.  &  T. 
The  satellite  bill  bad  been  under  discussion  only  eleven 
days  when  the  cloture  motion  was  offered,  whereas  discus¬ 
sion  of  some  bills,  such  as  the  civil  rights  bill  of  1960. 
has  lasted  more  than  thirty  days. 

The  following  Senators  opposed  cloture  on  the  two  1962 
civil  rights  petitions  and  supported  cloture  on  the  satel¬ 
lite  bill:  Williams,  Del.;  Holland  and  Smathers,  Fla.: 
Capehart,  Ind.;  Hickenlooper  and  Miller,  Iowa;  Carlson 
and  Pearson,  Kans.;  Cooper  and  Morton,  Ky.;  Butler, 
Md.;  Curtis  and  Hruska,  Neb.;  (>otton  and  Murphy. 
N.IL;  Chavez,  N.  Mex.;  Young,  N.D.;  Kerr  and  Mon- 
roney,  Okla.;  Mundt,  S.D.;  Bennett,  Utah;  Aiken  and 
Prouty,  Vt.;  W  iley,  W  is.;  Hickey,  W  yo. 
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Senators  Hayden,  Ariz.;  Fulbright  and  McClellan,  Ark.; 
Bible,  Nev.;  Jordan,  N.C.;  and  Byrd  and  Robertson,  Va. 
voted  against  cloture  on  civil  rights.  They  stayed  away 
from  the  floor  during  the  vote  on  the  satellite  bill. 

Senators  who  voted  for  cloture  on  civil  rights  and  against 
cloture  on  the  satellite  discussion  included  Gruening, 
Alas.;  Carroll,  Colo.;  Douglas,  Ill.;  McNamara,  Mich.; 
Burdick,  N.D.;  Young,  Ohio;  Morse  and  Neuberger,  Ore. 

The  bill  was  finally  passed,  66  to  11,  on  August  17.  Ac¬ 
cording  to  Tom  Wicker  of  the  New  York  Times,  “the 
liberals’  determined,  sometimes  bullheaded  filibuster  .  .  . 
and  the  Senate  leadership’s  ruthless  smashing  of  it,  cre¬ 
ated  ill  will  and  bruised  sensibilities  .  .  .  another  such 
victory”  and  the  Administration  “could  be  undone.” 


House  Committee  Restricts  UN  Loan 

August  10,  the  House  Foreign  Affairs  Committee  reported 
a  sharply  curtailed  version  of  the  Senate-passed  bill,  S. 
2768,  authorizing  the  President  to  purchase  up  to  $100 
million  of  UN  bonds. 

The  bill  as  reported  specifies  that  the  President  can  only 
match  actual  purchases  by  other  nations.  The  Senate  bill 
would  allow  the  President  to  buy  $25  millions  of  bonds 
outright  and  match  up  to  $75  millions  of  the  contribu¬ 
tions  which  other  nationS  might  make  immediately,  or 
promise  to  make,  by  the  end  of  December,  1963. 

Since  other  countries  have  already  purctiased  $27.5  mil¬ 
lions  and  agreed  to  buy  another  $45.3  millions,  the  Senate 
version  would  have  allowed  the  President  to  lend  the  UN 
$97.8  millions.  The  House  bill  would  limit  purchases  at 
the  present  time  to  $27.5  millions. 

The  House  provision  could  handicap  the  UN  since  some 
of  the  poorer  nations  cannot  pay  immediately.  Further¬ 
more,  says  the  ^ ashinglon  Post  of  August  10,  “it  puts 
the  United  States  in  the  position  of  trailing  behind  other 
countries,  small  and  large,  in  its  support  of  the  peace¬ 
keeping  operations  of  the  world  organization  .  .  .” 


would  be  rejected  by  the  House.  The  bill  will  probably 
be  debated  in  early  September. 


Concern  for  the  World’s  Hungry 

The  FCNL  sent  a  letter  to  President  Kennedy  on  August 
1,  expressing  warm  appreciation  for  lifting  restrictions 
on  travel  of  Soviet  tourists  in  the  United  States.  The  let¬ 
ter  further  suggested  one  other  initiative  for  peace,  that 
of  offering  food  to  the  Communist  Chinese.  A  four-page 
memorandum  accompanying  the  letter  reviewed  some 
past  instances  when  food  was  offered  to  those  regarded 
as  “enemies.”  A  brief  summary  of  this  memo  follows: 

At  the  end  of  World  War  I,  American  relief  organizations 
instituted  extensive  feeding  programs  in  fourteen  Euro¬ 
pean  countries,  including  Germany  and  Austria.  Herbert 
Hoover,  then  head  of  the  American  Relief  Administration, 
wrote  President  Wilson,  “The  reaction  which  1  receive 
from  all  over  Europe  indicates  that  we  have  touched  the 
heart  of  populations  at  large  .  .  .” 

The  American  Relief  Administration  distributed  some 
800  thousand  tons  of  food  supplies  to  the  Soviet  Union 
in  1921-23.  The  Soviet  government  said  the  Russian  people 
“will  never  forget  the  help  given  them  .  .  .” 

In  1954,  President  Eisenhower  offered  U.S  surplus  grain 
to  Eastern  Eluropean  countries  suffering  from  floods.  His 
offer  was  first  ridiculed  by  the  Communists,  but  they 
later  accepted  the  aid.  The  New  York  Times,  August 
8,  reported,  “East  Germans  were  told  ...  by  their  Gov¬ 
ernment  today  that  they  would  receive  free  United  States 
food  because  of  President  Eisenhower’s  ‘friendly  gesture’ 
in  offering  it.” 

The  New;  York  Times,  August  14,  1954,  reported  that 
Hungary’s  Foreign  Minister  Boldocsky  “has  expressed 
his  Government’s  warm  thanks  to  the  President  and  the 
American  people.”  According  to  a  New  York  Times  art¬ 
icle,  August  18,  the  Prague  radio  said  “The  Czechoslovak 
Government  has  expressed  its  thanks  for  United  States 
sympathy  and  offers  of  aid  .  .  .” 


Administration  official#  reportedly  helped  draft  the  House  Write  to  FCNL  fora  copy  of  the  memorandum,  the  letter 

amendments  on  the  assumption  that  a  more  liberal  bill  to  the  President,  and  the  White  House  reply,  25'. 

TWO  SCIENTISTS  COMMENT  ON  RACE  TO  THE  MOON 


According  to  some  estimates,  it  may  cost  $30  billions 
to  put  an  American  on  tbe  moon.  Warren  Weaver,  past 
president  of  the  American  Association  for  the  Advance¬ 
ment  of  Science  reported  in  the  August  4  Saturday 
Heview  that  “most  scientists  consider  the  proposed  ex¬ 
penditures  quite  unjustified  on  the  grounds  of  scien¬ 
tific  considerations;  and  also  consider  the  frantic  pace 
of  the  program  to  be  wasteful.” 

He  adds:  “It  is  sobering  to  think  of  an  alternative  set 
of  projects  which  might  be  financed  with  this 
sum.  We  could:  give  a  ten  per  cent  raise  in  salary,  over 
a  ten-year  period,  to  every  teacher  .  .  .  ;  give  $10  mil¬ 
lion  each  to  200  of  the  best  smaller  colleges  .  .  .  ; 
finance  seven-year  fellowships  (freshman  through 
Pli.D.)  at  $4,000  per  person  per  year  for  50,000  new 
scientists  and  engineers  .  .  .  ;  contribute  $200  million 


each  toward  the  creation  of  ten  new  medical  schools 
.  .  .  ;  build  and  largely  endow  complete  universities 
.  .  .  for  all  fifty-three  of  the  nations  which  have  been 
added  to  the  IJnited  Nations  .  .  .  ;  create  three  more 
permanent  Rockefeller  Foundations  .  .  .  ;  and  still  have 
$100  million  left  over  to  popularize  science. 

“Whether  you  are  primarily  concerned  with  national 
welfare,  international  prestige,  or  science,  weigh  these 
alternatives  against  a  man  on  the  moon.” 


E].  U.  (!london.  Professor  of  Physics,  Washington  Uni¬ 
versity,  expressed  agreement  with  Dr.  Weaver  in  a 
speech  on  August  9.  He  called  the  moon  program  a 
“gigantic  sporting  event  .  .  .  the  Lunar  Olympic 
(•ames.” 


\N ashin^jlon  Npwslollpr,  Spplpmhpr  1962 


Pa){e  4 


(^ivil  Defense.  Jesse  A.  Vloc'k  testified  for  the  K(!1NL 
t)efore  a  Senate  suheommittee  on  eivil  defense  appropri¬ 
ation  requests,  August  11.  Me  dealt  mainly  with  the  fiil- 
lacies  atnl  meehanieal  weaknesses  of  the  proposed  pro¬ 
gram,  and  said  “there  are  deep  and  serious  moral  reasons 
for  holding  civil  defense  expenditures  to  a  minimum.” 

Ilesults  of  a  recent  Department  of  Defense  poll  indicate 
widespread  [)ul)lic  su|)port  for  the  Federal  shelter  pro¬ 
gram.  However,  several  psychologists  have  (juestioned  the 
validity  of  the  (conclusions  drawn  from  the  poll  and  point 
out  that  many  of  the  questions  are  technically  deficient. 

(^luestionnaires  which  ('congressmen  send  to  their  constitu¬ 
ents  show  a  different  result.  A  preliminary  survey  of  re¬ 
plies  to  these  polls  indicates  a  large  majority  of  respon¬ 
dents  are  opposed  to  a  fallout  shelter  program. 

Icctler  on  Disarmament.  Kighteen  (Congressmen  rec¬ 
ently  wrote  the  I’residenl  expressing  their  “hope  that  the 
Disarmament  Agency  will  assert  more  active  leadership 
within  the  Fxecaitive  Branch  on  disarmament,  and  will 
view  its  mandate  as  one  of  exploring  creative  and  imag¬ 
inative  new  approaches.”  The  letter  was  signed  by  Kep- 
resentatives  (ireen,  Oreg.;  Blatnik,  Minn.;  (Celler,  N.\  .; 
(Clark.  Pa.;  (Cohelan,  (Calif.;  lialpern,  !\.A.;  Hansen, 
Wash.;  Holifieid,  (Calif.;  Inouye,  Hawaii;  karth,  Minn; 
Miller,  (Calif. ;  M  niter,  \  .A.;  Nix,  I’a. ;  O’Hara,  III.;  Price, 
III.;  Boosevelt.  (Calif.;  Thompson,  N.J.;  and  Vanik,  Ohio. 
The  reply  from  the  VV  lute  House  was  noncommittal. 

Action  on  IIIN  Ronds.  North  (Carolina  Yearly  Meeting 
sent  telegrams  to  all  12  members  of  the  North  (Carolina 
delegation,  urging  them  to  support  the  ON  bond  bill 
without  crippling  amendments.  The  Peace  and  Service 
(Committee  of  the  New  York  Yearly  Meeting  sent  a  letter 
to  .S7  (Congressmen,  individual  Friends  have  also  sent 
letters  and'telegrams  to  their  own  Bepresentatives. 

Exchange  of  Ideas.  In  a  statement  submitted  to  the 
Senate  Post  Office  (Committ(*e,  AFS(C  witness  Winslow 


Osborne  said  several  AFS(C  activities  would  be  adversely 
and  seriously  affected  by  a  proposed  amendment  to  pro¬ 
hibit  distribution  of  “(Communist  political  propaganda" 
through  the  IJ.S.  mails.  He  said  “we  believe  it  would 
seriously  limit  international  exchange  of  ideas”  which  is 
“most  conducive  to  eventual  world  peace.” 

idmited  Edition.  A  valuable  two-year  old  study  of  the 
economics  of  the  arms  industry  will  finally  be  released 
in  a  very  limited  and  restricted  fashion.  This  study  was 
prepared  by  the  Senate  Subcommittee  on  Disarmament. 
The  Senate  Foreign  Belations  (Committee  has  ordered  l.iO 
copies  printed  for  Senators  and  the  Executive  Branch. 

A  Boost  and  a  Setback.  Sen.  Allen  Ellender  of  Lou¬ 
isiana  showed  films  he  had  taken  on  a  recent  trip  to  the 
Soviet  Union  in  the  Senate  auditorium  on  August  11.  Dur¬ 
ing  the  showing  he  urged  “frequent  exchanges  of  visits" 
on  the  grounds  that  “If  we  could  eliminate  the  distrust 
of  American  motives  among  the  Bussian  citizens,  relations 
between  the  two  countries  would  improve  overnight." 

The  House  has  reduced  appropriations  for  educational 
and  cultural  exchange  programs  from  $56.7  million  to 
$40  million.  The  proposal  is  now  pending  before  the  Sen¬ 
ate  .Appropriations  (Committee. 

Peace  Candidates.  Marquis  (Childs  devoted  his  August 
It)  column  in  the  Washington  l^osl  to  a  discussion  of  peace 
candidates.  Martjuis  (Childs  writes  that  these  20  candid¬ 
ates  share  “a  deep  concern  over  the  drift  and  apathy 
that  they  fear  will  end  in  a  third  world  war”  and  "a 
sense  of  urgency  sadly  lacking  in  this  (Capital  today.” 


The  General  Committee  of  the  Friends  Committee 
on  National  l>egislation  is  romposed  of  I'riendH  appointed 
by  20  of  the  26  Friends  Yearly  IVIeetings  and  10  Friends  organi¬ 
zations  in  the  I'nited  States.  Expressions  of  views  in  the  FOiNI. 
Washington  Newsletter  are  guided  by  the  Statement  of  Poliry 
prepared  and  approved  by  the  (General  (Committee.  The  FCNL 
docs  not  purport  to  speak  for  all  Friends  or  for  the  Religious 
Society  of  Friends  as  a  whole. 
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The  Friends  Committee 
On  Nationai  Legislation 

is  a  working  committee  of  Friends  and  likeminded  persons 
attempting  to  translate  (Juaker  beliefs  into  political  education 
and  action. 

FCNL  works  particularly  with  Congress  where  national  policy 
is  enacted  into  law.  It  combines  continuous  activity  in 
interviewing  legislators,  with  first  hand  reporting  on  Con¬ 
gressional  developments  to  readers  of  its  WASHINGTON 
NEWSLETTER,  and  encourages  letters,  telegrams  and  visits 
to  Congressmen  when  they  will  be  most  effective. 


Washington  Newsletter  Serviee  — 

•  Twelve  issues  of  NEWSLETTER  a  year; 

•  Upon  request,  FCNL  ACTION  bulletins  on  foreign  and 
domestic  legislative  issues; 

•  Directory  of  Congressmen  and  Voting  Record  every 
two-year  session; 

•  Upon  request,  copies  of  FCNL  testimony  before  Com¬ 
mittees  of  Congress; 

•  Replies  by  letter  to  requests  for  legislative  information; 

•  F('NL  Annual  Report  and  other  special  enclosures 
during  the  year. 


IMeas«‘ enter  Illy  siibs4Tiptioii  for  one  \(‘ur  to  the  W  \SHI\(iT()\  NEWSLETTER  at  $1.00,  $4.,i0  abroad.  Address:  24.>  Second  Street. 
N.E..  Washington  2.  i).C.  ($.">.(»(  to  n-sideiils  of  Illinois  and  Wisconsin,  who  also  receive  a  Newsletter  on  state  legislation.  Ad¬ 
dress;  tltttt  Warren  \\eniie.  Hillside.  Illiiioisl.  ('.ontribiitions  alMive  NEW.SLETTER  subscription  price  siip|H>rt  the  legislation  and 
researi-h  work  of  the  C.oniniittee. 

(Contributions  not  deductible  for  income  tax  pur|M».ses) 
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